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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
Faculty Minutes 
1965-1966 
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
February 15, 1966 
To: All Members of the Faculty 
From: John N. Durrie, Secretary 
Subject: Meeting of University Faculty 
The next meeting of the University Faculty will be held on 
Tuesday, February 22nd, in Mitchell Hall 101, at 4:00 p.m. 
The agenda will include the following items: 
1. Nominations for the awarding of honorary degrees at 
Commencement -- Dean Springer for the Graduate Committee. 
2. Reconsideration of Proposed Policy on Off-Campus 
Speakers -- Professor Weihofen for the Policy Committee. 
(Statement attached.) 
Summarized minutes of December 16, 1965, meeting attached. 
NOTE: Because of the general importance of the March 
elections, it seems advisable to issue a reminder 
to the Faculty a month in advance. At the March 
meeting, the following elections will be held: one 
member-at-large of the Policy Committee for 1966-68 
and one faculty representative to the Administrative 
Committee for 1966-69. Additionally, nominations 
will be requested to fill ten vacancies on the 
Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee for 1966-67 
five regular members for two-year terms and five 
alternates for one-year terms. 
. ·• \f 
(Summarized Minutes} 
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
Faculty Meeting 
Eebruary 22, 1966 
The February 22, 1966, meeting of the University Faculty was called 
to order by President Popejoy at 4: 05 p .m., with a quorum present. 
President Popejoy announced that because of crowded conditions in 
Jo~nson Gymnasium it would be necessary this year to restrict the 
number of faculty members in attendance at Commencement. He summar-
ized a representational system which will be put into effect. 
The off-campus speaker policy, which the Faculty referred to the 
Policy Committee on November 9, was submitted by Professor Weihofen 
in revised form. After brief discussion, two amendments were pro-
posed and approved. One of these was to include in the policy the 
following statement in the Regents' "Rights -.?i1d Responsibilities at 
the University of New Mexico 11 : "Off-campus speakers, if approved in 
accordance with University regulations, should be allowed free 
expression of their views. Students with diverse points of view 
should permit such speakers to be heard without harassment" · The 
other amendment was to change the wording of section B, 2 ~absen~e 
of sponsorship by a chartered organization) so that the stipulation 
regarding faculty signatures would be similar to that in section 
B, 1, b (sponsorship by a chartered organization). It was a~reed 
that the Policy Committee would insert these two amendments in the 
appropriate parts of the policy without the need for further review 
~y the Faculty. The speaker policy, as amended, was then approved 
Y the Faculty for submission to the Regents. 
~ean Springer, for the Graduate committee, recommended tha awarding 
f honorary degrees at the 1966 Commen·cement Exercises to the 
following: Robert Orville Anderson, industrialist, Doctor of Humane 
Letters; Ward Darley, physician, Doctor of Science; and.Roman 
Jakobson, linguist and literary historian, Doctor of Science. An 
~~=ndment by Dean Fitz, suggesting that Dr. Darley's de~ree ~e 
nged to Doctor of Laws, was approved, as was the entire list 
as amended. 
The meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m. 
John N. Durrie, Secretary 
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FACULTY MEETING 
THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
February 22, 1966 
The February 22, 1966 meeting of the University 
Faculty was called to order by President Popejoy at 
4:10 p.m., with a quorum present. 
PRESIDENT POPEJOY Before we start the agenda, 
I would like to make an announcement, which I do with 
some regret. I have a memorandum in front of me from 
Mr. John Durrie, University Faculty Secretary, and the 
person who has a lot to do with the Commencement exer-
cises. He advises me that this year, because of the 
paucity of space in Johnson Gymnasium, that it will 
be necessary to restrict the number of faculty people 
who will be able to attend at that time. 
The number indicated, on the basis of the size 
of the graduating class, is suggested as follows: 
32 faculty members, I believe -- isn't it, John? --
one from each department where there are less than 
12 faculty members, and then two representatives from 
departments where there are 12 or more -- and this 
a~ds up. And then, of course, the chief administra-
tive officers have to be there on that occasion and 
the chief administrative officers have academic rank 
so they count as faculty members. That means there 
are 76 people who will be permitted to attend the 
Commencement exercises. 
As I say, I regret it is necessary to make this 
announcement, but I want to assure you that when the 
new basketball arena is completed we will be able to 
use that facility, I assume, for a number of years 
before it will be necessary to restrict the spots 
reserved for faculty members for Commencement. Nor-
mally we would have brought this to you as a matter 
for action but we have no alternative -- we have to 
do it Whether you want to or not. I assume you would 
90 along with it reluctantly? 
8 
Restriction of 
Faculty Attend-
ance at 
Commencement 
p. 2, 2/22/66 
The first item on the Agenda today I would like to 
change, and consider the awarding of honorary degrees 
as second and take up the matter of the policy on off-
campus speakers first. We have a request for this 
change from the Chairman of the Policy Committee and 
I think his reasons are good. Would you like to start 
off with this, Professor Weihofen? 
PROFESSOR WEIHOFEN Thank you, Mr. President; I 
appreciate your willingness to make this change. You 
may remember that, earlier this semester or last semes-
ter, the Policy Committee submitted a proposed statement 
which was essentially the formation of an ad hoc commit-
tee which had been working on this particular matter 
for the past two years. That statement was discussed 
at some length and a number of comments were made and 
then, at the end of the discussion, it was returned to 
the committee for further consideration. Unfortunately 
it was returned to us with a minimum indication of what 
you wanted us to do with it. So far as any action on 
the part of the faculty is concerned, there was one 
part dealing with one sentence -- which you may have 
noted. The rest of the discussion was made up of 
individual comments without much indication of the 
extent to which the people speaking represented the 
consensus of the faculty. 
We have, therefore, had to sense as best we 
could what you wished us to do, as I say. Frankly, 
we noted that you wished it liberalized; that is, 
more freedom for the student rather than the opposite. 
l.think there was no comment pointed in that other 
direction whatsoever. Also we felt that some of the 
comments indicated a misunderstanding of what we al-
ready wished to do -- which we tdok that to mean not 
that the reader had not read it carefully but that 
We hadn't expressed ourselves adequately and clearly. 
Well, we spent some time trying to be quite clear. 
The Present statement is therefore, the result of 
considerably more reworking. It is divided into two 
Part 1· · 8 • The policy -- the essence of the po icy is 
st~ted in the first two short paragraphs, which I 
think it might be worth my while to read. The first 
8 
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paragraph says, "The University of New Mexico encourages 
free inquiry on the campus. It has confidence in the 
ability of its students to evaluate critically all 
ideas that may be expressed at the University by off-
campus speakers. 11 Paragraph 2 reads, "As an educational 
institution, the University expects that presentations 
of off-campus speakers in University facilities will be 
of educational value, and that they will be conducted 
in an orderly manner. With regard to speakers invited 
by students, the responsibility for determining the 
educational value of such speakers' appearance rests 
ultimately upon the students themselves. It is not 
the policy of the University to override the exercise 
of this responsibility. 11 
Now that means what it says. We hope it says it 
clearly, and nothing in the rest of this statement, we 
think, in any wise derogates that statement. The rest 
of the paragraphs deal with policy in minor matters. 
Paragraph 3 deals with non-sponsored, self-invited 
speakers and says that the university feels no obli-
gation to make its facilities available except to 
candidates for state and national political office 
and also that exceptions will be made for speakers 
who address closed audiences of organizations that 
use University facilities on an invitational or ren-
tal basis. As you know, a number of organizations, 
educational and scientific, have conventions here. 
This is intended to make it clear that we are not 
excluding them. 
The fourth paragraph makes it clear what we are 
not covering, namely, meetings sponsored officially 
by the University itself, by departments, or even ~y 
members of the faculty who want to invite someone in 
to address a class. we are dealing here with student 
sponsored organizations. 
Then paragraph 5 is kind of a statement of ex-
pectation -- that student organizations should not 
feel an obligation to accept speakers imposed upon 
them by the outside nor should they lend their 
Pri · 1 ' vi ege here to invite speakers merely as an 
accornrnodation to anyone They may invite who they 
want • 
'but not for any other reason. 
'r 
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The rest of the statement is headed "Procedures " 
and they, although running over to almost two pages, 
are designed to do one simple thing. They are not 
designed in any wise, again, to cut down on the flat 
statement of policy made of the responsibility for 
determination resting with the students themselves. 
The procedures are designed to assure that student 
organization decisions will be the result of thought-
ful deliberation. To that end it provides, first, 
that the organization shall consult with its faculty 
sponsor , consult and obtain his opinion and the opinion 
of other faculty members that he may name. Secondly, 
the organization must file a statement or petition of 
their intention to invite a speaker, and this is to 
give the ordinary information of the speaker's name, 
the organization he represents, the subject matter, 
date of meeting, et cetera. If the faculty sponsor 
or any other faculty member consulted has advised 
against inviting him, the reasons for such advice 
should be indicated and the organization's decision 
to invite the proposed speaker notwithstanding such 
~bjection. It is they who make the decision, but this 
18 designed to make sure it is a considered judgment 
-- they weight it and decide, and formulate the reason 
for Wishing to go ahead notwithstanding. 
Paragraph 2 deals with groups not organized, 
campus sponsored, chartered student organizations. 
They too, that is, an unorganized number of students 
may undertake to have a particular meeting addressed 
by a particular speaker, and this is done by petition. 
1
~ our last prior formulation, we said a petition 
signed by 300 people -- 300 students. We said, 
~rankly , you could pick a number out of a hat; there 
~s nothing magical about 300. That was criticized. 
e have reduced it here to 100. We do think what you 
want is enoughtc> indicate some substantial interest 
so that, if a speaker does appear, he is likely to 
have a certain number of audience. Maybe one out of 
ten Who wish to invite might actually attend. The 
Petition must also be signed by one faculty member. 
The · · purpose here is to attempt to make a provision 
r 
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somewhat comparable to that for the chartered organi-
zations. We don't think there is any logic in allowing 
a non-organized number of students to have greater 
freedome here than a chartered organization. The 
organization must consult its faculty sponsor. That, 
of course, doesn't exist in the case of an unorganized 
group. We have, therefore, added this requirement. 
In one sense it is easier. They can go to any member 
of the faculty instead of having to consult the sponsor 
of the organization. On the other hand, the one faculty 
member they get must be willing to put his name on the 
petition asking that the speaker appear. This is as 
similar a kind of restriction as we could devise. I 
won't read the other specific minor provisions here. 
Paragraph 3 says, "Whenever the Dean of Students 
considers it appropriate to insure an orderly discussion, 
he may require that the meeting be closed to persons 
other than students of the University, its faculty and 
staff." and not open to the public. There may be good 
reason in some situations for such a restriction. Most 
certainly it is not going to be done very often. 
Paragraph 4 says, "The Dean of Students may deny 
an invitation only if the organization or petitioning 
group fails to conform to the above-stated procedures. 
· · •" He does not have a right of veto. In this -- I 
think this is the most liberal statement to be found 
~n any university. I think this is correct. Certainly 
lt is not typical. The most liberal of these policy 
statements will have some clause in it that some 
university administrator will have the right to deny 
the application if he doesn't think it conforms to 
the educational policies of the institution -- or 
s~me other pretty broad and loose permission of that 
kind. This does not state anything of the sort. If 
th · 'd ey go through this procedure, which we have sa1 
We want to be sure they have thought it through and 
made up their minds with some thoughtfulness, their 
decision stands. An appeal is provided from the Dean 
of Students to the Student Affairs Committee. Some 
felt We needed this opportunity. 
I Will be glad to answer questions, if you have 
any, as to the changes. I suppose, Mr. President, I 
should move the adoption of this statement. 
92 
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POPEJOY Is there a second? 
PROFESSOR DUNCAN Second. 
PROFESSOR POTTER I am for the intent of the motion. 
I have a quesion. If one reads this literally, the 
rules would apply to all organizations, such as honor-
ary societies -- Phi Kappa Phi, Phi Sigma, et cetera. 
These organizations have to go through the same pro-
cedure in relation to any speaker brought in off 
campus . Is that correct? 
WEIHOFEN We referred to any chartered student 
organization. That covers them all, and then we added 
"or agency of student government," meaning the Student 
Council itself, which is not a chartered organization, 
of course, but I think the answer to your question is 
"yes . " 
POPEJOY Paragraph 4, however, on the first page 
of the policy, refers to professional or academic groups. 
WEIHOFEN Yes, as part of the University's regular 
functions . I assume you were referring, however, to 
student or graduate student organizations? 
POTTER These would be both graduate and under-
graduate in the case of honorary societies such as Phi 
Kappa Phi and Phi Sigma, 50 that you would exclude those 
because this is an academic function of the University. 
Is that right? 
WEIHOFEN I think not. 
POTTER They would not be excluded? 
WEIHOFEN N o. They are still organizations. 
POTTER This would apply to non-academic, such 
as the Ski Club? 
WEIHOFEN or academic. Paragraph 4 is intended to 
refer to the University, to speakers brought in under 
the auspices of the faculty, for example, of a college. 
9 
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PROFESSOR HOYT Mr. President. I was a member 
of the ad hoc committee which drew up the original 
policy statement and I would like to say that the 
Policy Committee has done an admirable job in re-
vising the statement. It seems to me like a very 
good policy. There is one point, however, at which 
the policy seems to contradict your stated overall 
objective not to exercise any veto, and this is t he 
requirement that one faculty member sign as a peti-
tioner when you go by the petition route. It seems 
to me, among other things, that might put a faculty 
member in a very embarrassing position. He might have 
to go out on a limb and make himself the subject of 
controversy. It seems to me more advisable to follow 
the same procedure as in the first part, and to say, 
"shall bear the signatures of at least 100 students 
and of at least one faculty member whose advise they 
have sought." And it might go on to say, "if advised 
against, 11 in the same manner as in the first part. 
Mr. President, I offer this as an amendment to 
the policy. 
PROFESSOR CLEMENTS Second. 
POPEJOY Is there any discussion on the amend-
ment? Do you understand the amendment? The essence 
of it is to have the same procedure apply to the 
petitioning group as would apply to the regular 
organizations insofar as the faculty member is con-
~erned ••• Are you ready to vote? •• All in favor, 
indicate by saying "aye." 
FACULTY Aye. 
POPEJOY Opposed? •• carried. 
PROFESSOR BOCK Mr. President, very frankly, I 
am disturbed by the rather timid terms of the whole 
th' 1 · ing. I still don't see any real need for any po icy 
although more sophisticated members of the Policy 
Comm · t · · t t · s i tee obviously feel it will avoid some si ua ion 
Which might arise. Nevertheless, I would like to ask, 
even given this type of policy, suppose a group of 
9 
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students goes ahead and invites a speaker and publi-
cizes the event without going through any of these 
procedures, is the Dean of Students supposed to stand 
at the door of the auditorium? What would be done 
when the policy is violated, not in some detail like 
failure to get the required 100 signatures or failure 
to get a faculty member's approval, but when no request 
whatever is made? 
WEIHOFEN For the most part, of course, this would 
apply to chartered organizations, and I think a char-
tered organization at the University is expected to 
comply with rules, and are supposed to be disciplined 
by having privileges taken away in the future. That 
would be one possible answer. 
DEAN SMITH We do have a standing requirement that 
rooms to be used on the campus be scheduled. Rooms in 
the Union are scheduled; classrooms are all scheduled 
otherwise, but there are procedures for the scheduling 
of rooms and I think one answer to your question is, 
unless there were a request and unless it were author-
ized, there would not be a room scheduled -- unless 
it's outdoors, of course. 
BOCK It could be an organization schedules a 
room for a meeting where someone arrives quite unsche-
duled. 
SMITH Of course, the world is full of horrors. 
PROFESSOR REIBSOMER Would it not be a partial 
answer that, if such a meeting took place, at least 
the publicity given to it after the meeting or during 
the meeting would not have University sanction? If 
they do it outdoors somewhere, there is nothing much 
We could do about it . 
MEMBER Question. 
POPEJOY There is one section of the Regents' 
Rules h · · h t · 
. w ich the Faculty applauded, I think, ta is 
Pertinent here and that is Paragraph 4, which provides 
t~at each campus speaker, if approved in accordance 
With University regulations, should be allowed free 
. 
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expression of his views. Students with diverse points 
of view should permit such speakers to be heard with-
out harrassment. I ~onder if, just as a matter of 
clarification, this paragraph should be included or 
repeated in the policy you now have under considera-
tion for the reason that this represents the Board 
policy and it might put it all in one package if you 
had this clause in there. The only reason I mention 
it is this: This is a part of normal procedure right 
now and I don't think it would be your intent to repeal 
this. You could leave it as it is or put it in the 
statement . 
PROFESSOR DRUMMOND Mr. President, I move this be 
amended to include that statement. 
POPEJOY Is there a second? 
CLEMENTS Second. 
POPEJOY Is there any question, or discussion? 
HOYT Mr. President, where would that statement 
be included in the policy? 
POPEJOY I don't know. 
WEIHOFEN Mr. chairman, may I suggest on this and 
on your one amendment already adopted, that a mere 
matter of style be left to the committee? 
POPEJOY Are you ready for the question? 
MEMBERS Yes. 
POPEJOY All in favor of this this represents 
an amendment, by saying "aye. II I assume -- indicate 
FACULTY Aye. 
am POPEJOY Opposed? • • carried. We have two 
endments passed Now are you ready for the motion 
on • the prepared document, as amended, before you? 
9 
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MEMBERS Question. 
POPEJOY All in favor of the "speaker" policy as 
amended, indicate by saying "aye." 
FACULTY Aye. 
POPEJOY Opposed? •• carried. The next item on 
the Agenda is a report from the Graduate Committee. 
Dean Springer. 
DEAN SPRINGER Mr. President, it is my privilege 
to present to the Faculty nominations for honorary de-
grees. I believe each one has been handed a document 
at the door before the meeting. Before I move adoption, 
I would like to review, for the benefit of the Faculty, 
the policy for awarding honorary degrees which was 
approved by the Faculty and which indicates the criteria 
by which the Graduate Committee sought to select its 
nominations. I quote the policy: "Inasmuch as the 
University of New Mexico recognizes that one of its 
primary institutional responsibilities is to serve the 
people of the state of New Mexico and of the Southwest 
in any way it can, the university wishes to encourage 
similar service on the part of individuals by giving 
preference in the awarding of special honors to those 
persons who have contributed significantly to the cul-
tural or scientific development of the region, or to 
the spiritual or material welfare of its people. Such 
preference is not meant to discourage the granting of 
special honors to eminent individuals whose contribu-
t· ions have been made to other or broader geographic 
areas. However, in no case should a passing courtesy 
to the University of New Mexico, such as the delivery 
of a commencement address be the sole or principal 
cause for such honorary a~ards. !It is the University's 
pol~cy to award honorary degrees to persons other than 
;~~lve members of the faculty, staff and admi~istration. 
is does not preclude however, in an exceptional case, 
the aw d · ' · t -ar ing of an honorary degree to an emeri us mem 
her of the faculty or to a former employee whose 
sta~ure remains or becomes eminent in the years fol-
lowing h' · ·t I is active service with the un1vers1 Y· n :~c~ exceptions, sufficient time shall have elapsed 
insure objectivity." 
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Mr. Chairman, I move that three persons be recom-
mended to the Regents by the Faculty for the awarding 
of honorary degrees at the Commencement in June, namely, 
Dr. of Humane Letters, Robert Orville Anderson; for 
the degree Dr. of Science, Ward Darley,; and for the 
degree of Dr. of Science, Roman Jakobson. 
SMITH Second. 
POPEJOY The motion is made and there is a second. 
Are there any questions? 
DEAN FITZ I would like to ask, with respect to 
the honorary degree r commended by the Committee for 
Dr. Ward Darley whether careful consideration was 
given to the appropriateness of the Dr. of Science 
degree as against an LL.D? Dr. Darley's major con-
tributions, I think, have been in the general field 
of professional education rather than a direct scien-
tific contribution. He was for a time President of 
the University of Colorado. He has received seven 
honorary degrees and they seem to be about evenly 
split between D.Sc. and LL.D. but I note that the 
honorary degree from the University of Colorado was 
an LL.D. and I just wondered whether this question 
was given careful consideration. 
SPRINGER It was given some t hought, but I think 
I would say, on behalf of the Committee, that we are 
open to suggestions to amend this recommendation. 
FITZ I would like, then, to suggest the amend-
ment that the degree recommended to Dr. Darley be an 
LL.D. 
POPEJOY Do you move that as an ••• 
FITZ I move that as an amendment, I think. 
POPEJOY Is there a second? 
SMITH Second. 
P t . ? OPEJOY It is before the house. Any qu s ions. 
~· All in favor of the amendment, indicate by saying 
aye." 
FACULTY A ye. 
9 
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POPEJOY Opposed? •• It is carried. We are now 
ready for any other questions, or for the original 
motion. 
PROFESSOR MacCURDY Question. 
POPEJOY There is a call for the question on these 
three candidates. All infavor, indicate by saying "aye." 
FACULTY Aye. 
POPEJOY Opposed? •• Carried. I have one obser-
vation to make on the "speaker" policy and that is 
that the Constitution of the University Faculty pro-
vides that, among many duties, that provides, however, 
that action taken by the University Faculty shall be 
subject to the authority of the Regents in matters 
involving finance, personnel and general University 
policy. So it seems to me, under t e circumstances 
-- if I interpret this section correctly -- that this 
recommendation from the Faculty should go to the Board 
of Regents for their final approval on the basis of the 
constitution which the Faculty itself adopted. Now I 
am not absolutely certain of my ground on this point. 
I merely read it to you with the thought that it does 
apply because of the use of the words "personnel," and 
"general University policy." Does anyone care to 
debate the subject? 
~l"rn 
~ I would like to offer the comment, as one 
warmly interested in the problem for a number of 
Years -- I think whether or not it is necessary to t k , 
. a e the policy statement to the Board of Regents, 
it Would be advisable to do so because, given a situ-
at · · ion on a matter which can on occasion be as delicate 
as this is, if the Faculty and Regents are in total 
agreement on it I should guess that we would be 
h:aded for much less in the way of complication or 
difficulty in the future. 
MR. MacGREGOR And legally, as well. 
POPEJOY Any other comments? Any other announce-
ments 
'or a motion ••• 
.. - . 9 
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CLEMENTS I have an announcement to make. I would 
like all members of N.M.E.A. to stay for a minute after 
~he close of this meeting. And I would like to ask 
all persons interested in joining N.M.E.A. to join. 
POPEJOY Any old business? Any new business? 
Will someone move we adjourn? 
PROFESSOR YAO I move we adjourn. 
Adjournment, 4:45 p.m. 
Respectfully submitted, 
John N. Durrie, 
Secretary of the University 
100 
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POLICY OF THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO 
WITH REFERENCE TO OFF-CAMPUS SPEAKERS 
A. Policy 
1. The University of New Mexico encourages free inquiry on 
the campus. It has confidence in the ability of its students to 
evaluate critically all ideas that may be expressed at the Univer-
sity by off-campus speakers. 
2. As an educational institution, the University expects that 
presentations of off-campus speakers in University facilities will 
be of educational value, and that they will be conducted in an 
orderly manner. With regard to speakers invited by students, the 
responsibility for determining the educational value of such 
speakers' appearance rests ultimately upon the students themse lve s. 
It is not the policy of the university to override the exercise of 
this responsibility. 
3. The University has no responsibility for providing a 
forum for all off-campus speakers who may wish to avail themselve s 
of its facilities. Facilities will normally not be made available 
for non-affiliated or non-sponsored speakers except candidates for 
state and national political office. Exceptions will also be made 
for speakers who address closed audiences of organizations that 
use University facilities on an invitational or rental basis. 
4. Nothing in this statement of policy is intended to 
restrict in any way the use of University facilities for meetings 
of a Professional or academic nature arranged as part of the 
University's regular functions. 
S. A student organization should not accept speakers imposed 
upon it by any outside agency or individual. Nor should the organi-
zation lend its entitlement to invite a speaker merely as an 
accornm d 0 ation to anyone. 
101 
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1. Any chartered student organization or agency of student 
government wishing to present off-campus speakers in University 
fac ilities may do so by complying with the following procedures, 
intended to assure that thoughtful consideration will be given to 
the educational value of the proposed presentation. 
a. The organization shall consult with its faculty sponsor 
and obtain his opinion and the opinion of such other members of the 
facu lty as he may name concerning the educational value of the 
presentation. 
b. Not less than one week before making final commitments 
or publicizing the meeting, an authorized officer of the organiza-
tion shall submit in writing to the Dean of Students a notice of 
intention to invite an off-campus speaker. The notice shall state 
the speaker's name and the organization he represents,if any, his 
subject matter, proposed date of meeting, audience to be addressed, 
University facility sought to be used, whether any money is to be 
collected, the signatures of faculty members consulted, and an 
indication of whether they approve or disapprove. If any faculty 
membe r consulted should advise against invitation, the reasons for 
such advice shall be indicated along with the organization's reasons 
for desiring to extend the invitation despite this disagreement. 
The requirement of one week's notice may be waived at the dis-
cretion of the Dean of Students. 
2. In the absence of sponsorship by a chartered student 
0 rga · · · f k nization or other University authority, invitation o a spea er 
may be initiated by a petition to the Dean of Students. The 
Petition shall state why the proposed speech would be of educational 
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value, and it shall bear the signatures of at least 100 students 
and at least one faculty member. The first five signers shall 
constitute a committee responsible for arrangements, and the first 
signer shall be chairman. The petition shall contain or be 
accompanied by a notice that contains the information described 
above and also information that will satisfy the Dean of Students 
that funds are on hand to pay all expenses involved. A petition-
ing group shall have the same entitlements as a char.tered organi-
zation for this presentation. 
3. Whenever the Dean of Students considers it appropriate to 
insure an orderly discussion, he may require that the meeting be 
closed to persons other than students of the University, its 
faculty and staff. 
4. The Dean of students may deny an invitation only if the 
organization or petitioning group fails to conform to the above-
~tated procedures. Failure to disapprove within three days of sub-
mission shall constitute approval. 
S. An organization or petitioning group may appeal any 
decision of the Dean of Students to the Student Affairs Committee. 
The Committee shall meet at the earlist opportunity to hear the 
appeal and shall have power to affirm or reverse the decision. 
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2/22/66 
ANDERSON , Robert Orville, Indt·.strialist, Recommended by Vice-
President Sherman Smith. Approved by the Graduate Committee 
for degree of Dr. of Humane Letters. 
Excerpt from Who 's Who : 
Anderson, Robert Orville, industrialist; b. Chgo., Apr . 13, 
1917; s. Hugo A. and Hilda (Nelson) A.; B.A., U. Chgo., 1939; 
m. Barbara Phelps, Aug. 25, 1939; children -- Katherine, 
Julia, Maria, Robert Bruce, Barbara Burton, William Phelps, 
Beverly. With Am. Mineral Spirits Co., Chgo., 1939-41; 
asso. Malec Refineries, Inc., now Hondo Oil and Gas Co., 
Roswell, N.M., 1941- ---, now pres.; Lincoln County Live-
stock Co., Roswell, N.M.; The Sierra Blanca Corp.; Cotter 
Corp.; The Aspen Co.; v.p. Cibola Land and Vattle Co.; dir., 
Cooley Corp., No . Natural Gas Co., Omaha; chmn. bd, Fed. Res. 
Bank of Dallas. Mem. Nat. Petroleum Council, Washington . 
Mem. regional exec. com. Boy Scouts Am ., Dallas. Trustee 
The Anderson Found., N.M., Lovelace Found., Albuquerque, 
Social Sci. Found of u. Denver; regent N.M. State U., Las 
Cruces; mem. adv. bd. Inst. Internat. Edn., Denver, Dir. 
N.M. Oil and Gas Assn ., Pres. Aspen Inst. Humanistic Studies. 
Trustee Opera Assn. N.M. Home: 612 N. Kentucky Av., Office: 
410 E. Coll. Blvd., P.O. Box 1000, Roswell, N. M. 
In addition to the above, Robert Anderson is Chairman of the 
Board, The Atlantic Refining Co., Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; 
Owner of Lincoln County Livestock Company, Roswell, New M~xico; 
and Trustee of Penn Mutual Life Insurance Co., Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania. He is Vice-Chairman of the John F . Kennedy 
Center for Performing Arts, Washington, D.C., Trustee of the 
Univ. of Chicago, Chicago, Ill.; Member of the Board of 
Visitors and Governors, st. John's College, Annapolis, Maryland, 
and Santa Fe, New Mexico . Mr . Anderson is the donor of the 
$35,ooo annual Aspen Award in the Humanities. 
2/22/66 
DARLEY, Ward, Physician, Recommended by Dean Reginald Fitz and 
Dr. Harold Enarson. Approved by the Graduate Committee for the 
degree of Dr. of Science. 
Excerpt from Who's Who: 
/O?;- ;B 
DARLEY, Ward, physician, assn. exec.; born Denver, October 30, 
1903; s. Ward and Mary (Bolles) D.; A.B., U. Colo., 1926, 
M.D., 1929, LL.D. 1958; D.Sc., Colo. Coll., 1954, U. Neb., 
1956; m. Pauline Braiden, Apr. 29, 1930; children--Donna Jean 
Braiden, and Ward Braiden. Inter ne and resident of Univ. of 
Colo. Sch. of Medicine and Hosp., 1929-31; pvt practice of 
medicine, Denver, Colo., 1931-44; associate prof. of Medicine 
U. of Colo. Sch. of Medicine, 1944-46, prof., 1946- 56, dean, 
1945-48; v.p. univ. and dean, dept. medicine, 1949-53, pres., 
1953-56. Bd. cons., div. medicine and public health Rockefeller 
Found., 1952-53; Western Interstate Commn. Higher Educ. exec. 
commr. Colo., 1951-56; med., ednl., scientific adv. council 
Nat. Fund Med. Edn., 1953-55; bd. visitors Air U., USAF, 1955-58; 
trustee Nat. Merit Scholarship Corp., 1955- ---; mem. Med. Sch. 
Grants adv. Com. Ford Found., 1956; adv. com. on personnel for 
research American Cancer Society, 1956-59, chmn., 1956-58; 
mem. USPHS Surgeon Gen. 's Cons. Group on Med. Edn., 1959; exec. 
sec. Nat. Bd. Med. Examiners, 1931, Am. Bd. Internal Medicine, 
1938. Fellow A.C.P., Am. Coll. Hospital Adminstrs. (honorary); 
member Asso. Am. Med. Colls. (exec. council 1945-51, pres. 
1952-53, dir. 1956- ---.) Aermed Assn., Phi Beta Kappa, Alpha 
Omega Alpha, Sigma Xi, Delta Sigma Rho, Phi Kappa Tau, Presbyn. 
Author articles profl. publs. Home: 2111 Livingston St., Office: 
2530 Ridge Ave., Evanston, Ill. 
2/22/66 
Roman, Linguist, literary historian, Recommended by 
----------John Campbell, Chairman of Anthropology Dept., Approved by 
Graduate Committee for degree of Dr. of Science. 
Except from Who's Who: 
JAKOBSON, Roman, Linguist, literary historian·; ·b. Moscow, Russia, 
Oct. 11, 1896; s. Osip and Anna (Volpert) J.; A.B. with silver 
medal, Lazarev Inst. Oriental Langs., Moscow, 1914; Diploma 
first degree, Moscow U. (Buslaev prize for study lang. North 
Russian Oral Epos, 1916), 1918; Ph.D., Prague u., 1930; A.M. 
(hon), Harvard, 1949; D. Litt., U. Cambridge, 1950, U. Chgo., 
u. Oslo, 1961, U. Uppsala, U. Mich., 1963; m. Krystyna Pomorska, 
Sept. 28, 1962. Came to U.S., 1941. Research associate Moscow 
University, 1918-20; professor general linguistics and Czecho-
slovak studies Ecole Libre des Hautes Etudes, N.Y. City, 1942-46; 
vis. prof. linguistics Columbia, 1943-46, T.G. Masaryk prof. 
Czechoslovak studies, 1946-49; S.H. Cross prof. Slavic lang. 
and lits. Harvard, 1949- ----, also gen. linguistics, 1960- ----; 
Inst. prof. Mass. Institute of Technology, 1960- ----. Decorated 
Chevalier de la Legion d'Honneur. Mem. Royal Netherlands, Polish, 
Norwegian, Danish, Serbian, and Irish acads science. Bohemian 
Royal Soc. Sci., Finno Ugric Soc. (Helsinki, Finland), American 
Academy of Arts and Sci., The Philo!. Soc. (London), Mediaeval 
Acad., Mod. Lang. Assn., Am. Anthropology Assn. (Liason officer), 
Inst. Unity Sci. (trustee), Soc. de Ling. de Paris, Linguistic 
Society of America (president 1956), Internat. Com. of Slavicists 
(v.p.), Cercle Ling. de Copenhague, Moscow, Ling. Circle (a foun-
der, chmn., 1915-20), Prague Ling. Circle (co-founder, vice-
president, 1927-38), Ling. Circle N.Y. (co-founder, v.p., 1943-49) 
Acoustic Soc. Am. International, Phonetic Association (honorary). 
Author books including: Kindersprach, Aphasie u. allgem, Laut-
gesetze, 1941; La Geste d'Igor (with II. Gregoire and M. Szeftel), 
1948; Russian Epic Studies (with E. J. Simmons), 1949; Prelimi-
naries to Speech Analysis (with G. Fant and M. Halle), 1952; 
Fundamentals of Language, 1956; Selected Writings I, 1962. 
Home: 301 Boylston St., Cambridge 38, Mass. 
